INTRODUCTION
The has been amended by the XIX International Botanical Congress ("Congress" or "Shenzhen Congress", also "IBC 2017"), which was held in Shenzhen, China, from 17 to 29 July 2017. The Nomenclature Section ("Section") of the Congress took place over five days from 17 to 21 July, followed by the main part of the Congress from 23 to 29 July. The amended rules became effective immediately upon acceptance of the resolution, moved on behalf of the Section at the closing plenary session of the Congress on 29 July 2017 (see under Resolution, below) , that the decisions and appointments of the Nomenclature Section be approved. This report summarizes those decisions and appointments. The full, day-to-day proceedings of the Section will be published separately (planned for 2018). Publication of the new Shenzhen Code is expected by the middle of 2018.
Reports of action by previous Congresses have included the results of the preliminary guiding mail vote, provided as an unpublished hand-out to members of the Section. For the Shenzhen Congress, however, these results were published prior to the Section, on 26 June 2017 as an online "fast-track" article in Taxon (Turland & al. in Taxon 66: 995-1000. 2017).
The sessions of the Nomenclature Section of the Congress took place in Lecture Hall 502, 5th Floor, Peking University HSBC Business School, University Town, Nanshan District, Shenzhen 518055, Guangdong, China, from Monday, 17 July 2017 to Friday, 21 July 2017, inclusive. The sessions began at 08:00 and finished at 18:00 each day (with 30-minute breaks in the morning and afternoon and a 90-minute break for lunch), except on Friday, when the final session concluded at 17:00. There were 155 registered members in attendance from 30 countries, each member carrying 1 personal vote and 71 of them carrying 427 institutional votes from 166 institutions in 41 countries, making a total of 582 possible votes representing 44 countries (Table 1) . This was a 22% and 24% smaller attendance compared with Vienna in 2005 and Melbourne in 2011, respectively, but the number of institutional votes carried was 6.2% and 7.8% higher, respectively, making the total number of votes only 3.0% less ( Table 2) .
NOMENCLATURE SECTION PROCEEDINGS AND APPOINTMENTS
The officers of the Section, appointed in conformity with Division III of the Code, were Sandra (Sandy) Knapp (London, U.K., President), Nicholas (Nick) J. Turland The Section also appointed four Tellers: Heather L. Lindon (Kew, U.K.), Melanie Schori (Beltsville, U.S.A.), Gustavo Shimizu (Campinas, Brazil), and Yi-Hua Tong (Guangzhou, China).
The following voting procedures were accepted for the Section:
(1) Any proposal to amend the Code that received 75% or more "no" votes in the preliminary guiding mail vote was automatically ruled as rejected unless a proposal to discuss it was moved by a member of the Section and supported (seconded) by 5 other members.
(2) Any proposal to amend the Code that concerned only Examples (excluding voted Examples) or the Glossary was automatically referred to the Editorial Committee unless a proposal to discuss it was moved by a member of the Section and supported (seconded) by 5 other members.
(3) A simple majority (more than 50%) of votes cast was required for all decisions, except when a qualified majority was required.
XIX I N T E R NAT I O NA L B OTA N I C A L CO N G R E SS
Version of Record (online fast track) Turland & al. • XIX IBC: Report of Congress action (4) A qualified majority (at least 60%) of votes cast was required for the following*:
(4a) accepting a proposal to amend the Code; (4b) accepting a motion to end discussion and proceed to a vote (to "call the question").
(5) A new proposal to amend the Code (i.e. one not previously published) or an amendment to an existing such proposal might be introduced at the Nomenclature Section by a member of the Section ("from the floor") only when supported (seconded) by 5 other members.
* by an amendment to Div. III Prop. B, which was accepted on the last day of the Section, a 60% majority was also required to reject one or more recommendations of the General Committee on conservation or rejection of names, suppression of works, or binding decisions (see Notes on Congress action, No. 46 on Div. III Prop. B, below).
The Section also accepted the Melbourne Code, including its Appendices, as the basis for its deliberations.
The proposals were considered and acted upon in a sequence largely following the published "Synopsis of proposals" (Turland & Wiersema in Taxon 66: 217-274. 2017), which in turn follows the sequence of provisions in the Code. Deviations from this sequence occurred when related proposals were discussed together, usually under the key proposal (i.e., the proposal under which the Rapporteurs' comments appeared in the Synopsis).
New proposals ("from the floor") were deferred until the final session on the afternoon of Friday, 21 July and were required to be submitted in writing. The deadline for submitting new proposals to the Bureau of Nomenclature was set at 18:00 on Thursday, 20 July.
The full proceedings, based on the audio and video recordings of the debates, will, as for the Vienna and Melbourne Congresses, be published thanks to generous financial support from the International Association for Plant Taxonomy (IAPT) to The Section's decisions are tabulated below (Tables 3 & 4) . Of the 397 proposals submitted, 113 were accepted (28.5%); of these, 31 had been more or less substantially amended. Of the 166 proposals rejected (41.8%), 17 were rejected automatically because of a related decision, while 79 were ruled as rejected and were not discussed because they received 75% or more "no" votes in the preliminary guiding mail vote (see voting procedures, above). Of the 103 proposals (25.9%) referred to the Editorial Committee, 62 were referred automatically because they concerned only Examples or the Glossary (see voting procedures, above). Twelve proposals were referred to Special-purpose Committees to report to the next Congress (see below). Three proposals were withdrawn. Included in the above figures, 8 proposals ruled as rejected by the mail vote were reintroduced for discussion; of these, 3 were accepted as amended, 4 were rejected, and 1 was referred automatically to the Editorial Committee because it concerned only Examples. In the final session, 16 new proposals were introduced from the floor (see New proposals, below), of which 6 were accepted, 1 was accepted as amended, 7 were rejected, 1 was referred to a Specialpurpose Committee, and 1 was withdrawn.
The Section's acceptance of Div. III Prop. B, with amendments, established a newly expanded Division III on governance of the Code. This gives the Editorial Committee its usual power to make any editorial modifications that do not affect the meaning of the provisions (see Div. III Prop. B paragraph 7.9) and permits the revised Shenzhen Code to arise from the Shenzhen Congress. The Section accepted proposals from the floor to establish five Special-purpose Committees to report to the Nomenclature Section of the XX International Botanical Congress (to be held in Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, in 2023):
• Special-purpose Committee on Typification • Special-purpose Committee on DNA Sequences as Types • Special-purpose Committee on "Lists of Available Names"
• Special-purpose Committee on Pleomorphic Fungi (Art. 59)
• Special-purpose Committee on Virtual Participation in the Nomenclature Section
A proposal from the floor to establish a Special-purpose Committee on Orthography was rejected.
Most of the decisions taken by the Section were clear cut, with the required majority readily ascertained by a show of hands. In eight cases a formal card vote was requested (Table 5 ). Voting cards for delegates' personal votes were marked with a "P" so that personal and institutional votes could be separately tabulated. Separate figures for institutional and personal votes are provided in Table 5 .
At its final session, the Section received the reports of the General Committee and the other six Permanent Nomenclature Committees (to be published in the full proceedings of the Section). The Section considered eight reports of the General Committee (reports 13-20, all published prior to the Section; Wilson in Taxon 
Totals 397 397
For explanation of abbreviations, see Table 4 . Mark F. Watson was accidentally omitted from the list of members of the Registration Committee in the Nominating Committee's report as presented to the Section (V. Funk, pers. comm.).
RESOLUTION
As its final item of business, the Section accepted a motion from the Rapporteur-général that the President and the Rapporteurs be instructed to present a resolution on behalf of the Nomenclature Section to the Resolutions Committee of the XIX International Botanical Congress to the effect that the decisions and appointments of the Nomenclature Section be approved. The Congress accepted the following resolution at its closing ceremony (plenary session), which began at 16:00 local time on Saturday, 29 July 2017:
"The XIX International Botanical Congress in Shenzhen, China resolves that the decisions of its Nomenclature Section with respect to the International Code of Nomenclature for algae, fungi, and plants, as well as the appointment of the Rapporteur-général, Secretary of the Fungal Nomenclature Bureau, and officers and members of the Permanent Nomenclature Committees, made by that Section during its meetings from 17th to 21st of July, 2017, be accepted; noting with interest the mechanism for creating a framework for future registration of algal and plant names, provisions for improved clarity in the governance of the Code and the working of future Nomenclature Sections, and the sharing of governance of nomenclature by referring decisions on rules solely relating to fungi to International Mycological Congresses."
As mentioned above, amendments to the Code became effective immediately upon acceptance of this resolution, not upon publication of the present report nor upon publication of the Shenzhen Code expected in 2018. New and amended rules are retroactive to the starting-point for the relevant group of organisms (Art. 13), unless expressly limited. The following such limitations apply to the decisions made in Shenzhen: 
CONGRESS ACTION ON PUBLISHED PROPOSALS

Rec. 9B
Prop. A 314 rej.
Prop. B 101 acc.
Rec. 9C
Prop. A 311 ed.c.
Rec. 9D
Prop. A 013 rej.
Art. 10
Prop. A 009 ed.c.auto.
Prop. B 371 acc.
Prop. C 391 acc.
Prop. D 392 acc.
Prop. E 393 acc. Prop. E 015 acc.
Prop
Prop. F 012 rej.
Art. 41
Prop. A 112 rej.m.v.
Prop. B 337 ed.c. 
Notes on Congress action
Version of Record (online fast track) cle, to replace "mention" with "citation", and to insert "exact" before "diagnostic phrase name". The Editorial Committee was instructed to ensure that the "unambiguous reference" may not be an indirect or cryptic reference. 37. Art. 53 Prop. E was amended to delete the additional first sentence, to replace "two or more homonyms" with "two or more 
NEW PROPOSALS
After dealing with the 397 published proposals to amend the Code, the Section considered 16 new proposals to amend the Code ("proposals from the floor"). Of these, the following were accepted (Nos. 1-4, 6 and 7), accepted as amended (No. 5), or referred to a Special-purpose Committee (No. 8). Of the remaining 8 proposals, which are not shown here, 7 were rejected and 1 was withdrawn. If a name of a new taxon is validly published solely by reference to a previously published description or diagnosis, the same considerations apply to material used by the author of that description or diagnosis (see Art. 7.7 ; but see Art. 7.8)." An epitype supports only the type to which it is linked by the typifying author. If the supported type is lost, destroyed, or superseded, the epitype has no standing with respect to the replacement type."
